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They have prevailed on guns here be-
fore, they will do it again. Those of you 
who are for guns and for voting rights 
for the District of Columbia, vote 
against the motion to recommit or else 
you are voting against voting rights 
for the residents of the District of Co-
lumbia. 

b 1415 

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 2 of House Resolution 
260, further proceedings on the bill will 
be postponed. 

f 

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRIES 

Mr. SOUDER. Madam Speaker, I 
have a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. SOUDER. Did I understand be-
cause of the motion to recommit that 
the gentleman from Michigan has 
asked us to not vote and delay pro-
ceedings? 

I didn’t understand the ruling of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further 
proceedings have been postponed. 

Mr. LINDER. Parliamentary inquiry, 
please. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. LINDER. What I heard the 
Speaker say was under the rule it is 
postponed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is correct. 

Mr. LINDER. Is it in the rule that 
there will be no vote on this issue? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Consid-
eration of H.R. 1433 has been postponed 
under section 2 of House Resolution 
260. 

Mr. SOUDER. Parliamentary in-
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. SOUDER. Proceeding on this bill 
or on all things in front of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further 
proceedings on this bill have been post-
poned. 

Mr. CONYERS. Regular order, 
Madam Speaker. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Parliamentary in-
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, 
there is a motion to recommit that is 
under consideration on the floor at this 
moment. Wouldn’t it be appropriate for 
the House to continue to finish the 
work on this motion before further leg-
islative action is postponed? Because 
there is, in fact, a pending question be-
fore the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair is operating under section 2 of 
the rule, and will state it: ‘‘During con-
sideration of H.R. 1433 pursuant to this 
resolution, notwithstanding the oper-
ation of the previous question, the 
Chair may postpone further consider-

ation of the bill to a time designated 
by the Speaker.’’ 

Mr. BOEHNER. Madam Speaker, the 
Chair recognized the gentleman from 
Texas for a motion to recommit. The 
motion, in fact, has been debated. To 
stop before we complete action on that 
motion does not seem to be covered 
under the rule, as I understand it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Section 
2 provides for further consideration to 
be postponed. 

Mr. CONYERS. Regular order, 
Madam Speaker. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Speaker, I 
have a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. WAXMAN. Madam Speaker, as I 
understand the Chair’s ruling, this is 
no different than any other proposal on 
a bill where the vote could be post-
poned under the rule. That has been, I 
point out to my colleagues, done on nu-
merous occasions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 
postponement was enabled by section 2 
of the rule, which has been stated. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Parliamen-
tary inquiry, Madam Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Section 2 of 
the rule states that the Chair may 
postpone further consideration of the 
bill to a time designated by the Speak-
er. 

What time would that be? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is 

within the discretion of the Chair. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further par-

liamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman will state it. 
Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Can the Chair 

enlighten the Members of the House as 
to when the Chair might rule as to 
what time we would be voting on this? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A deci-
sion will be forthcoming. The gen-
tleman should check with his leader-
ship. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Further in-
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. The gen-
tleman from California mentioned that 
this was no different than any other 
rule. Isn’t it true that this section 2, 
under the rule, is a new and unique sec-
tion that has been added to this rule? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Author-
ity to postpone consideration is not 
new, but the gentleman is correct that 
it has not before been used in these cir-
cumstances. 

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. I thank the 
Speaker. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Parliamentary in-
quiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state it. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, 
under the operational rule of the House 
today, it says, the rule specifies that 
notwithstanding the previous question. 
The previous question has already been 

ordered on this legislation. Therefore, 
the pertinent rule the Speaker is speci-
fying is not operational under this 
rule; is that not correct? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is not correct. 

Mr. MCHENRY. Madam Speaker, ad-
ditional parliamentary inquiry. Why 
am I incorrect? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will read the rule again: 

‘‘Section 2. During consideration of 
H.R. 1433 pursuant to this resolution, 
notwithstanding the operation of the 
previous question, the Chair may post-
pone further consideration of the bill 
to a time designated by the Speaker.’’ 

The Chair was authorized to postpone 
further consideration notwithstanding 
the fact that the previous question was 
ordered to passage. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1591, U.S. TROOP READI-
NESS, VETERANS’ HEALTH, AND 
IRAQ ACCOUNTABILITY ACT, 2007 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on Rules, I 
call up House Resolution 261 and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 261 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 1591) making emergency 
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2007, and for other 
purposes. All points of order against consid-
eration of the bill are waived except those 
arising under clause 9 or 10 of rule XXI. The 
amendment printed in the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion shall be considered as adopted. The bill, 
as amended, shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, to final passage without intervening mo-
tion except: (1) four hours of debate equally 
divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee 
on Appropriations; and (2) one motion to re-
commit with or without instructions. 

SEC. 2. During consideration of H.R. 1591 
pursuant to this resolution, notwithstanding 
the operation of the previous question, the 
Chair may postpone further consideration of 
the bill to a time designated by the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
TIERNEY). The gentlewoman from New 
York (Ms. SLAUGHTER) is recognized for 
1 hour. 

b 1430 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, for 
the purpose of debate only, I yield the 
customary 30 minutes to the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. DREIER). 
All time yielded during consideration 
of the rule is for debate only. 

I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

(Ms. SLAUGHTER asked and was 
given permission to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
also ask unanimous consent that all 
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